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CHAPTER I 
IreonuoTIoN 


This study has tro primary, closely related, objectives: (1) 
To determine ( 
of the four Authoriterien Scales (1, 20) lebeled F (Authoriterientsn), 


mush as @ single study can) the factorial composition 


B (Sthnocentrisn), RC (Religious Conventionslisn), and PEC (Politicsl- 


Boonomic Conservatism). (2) To relate these scales to certain other, 
established, dimensions of personality. The following discussion and 
review of pertinent literature will, it 1s hoped, clarify and specify 
‘these objectives. 

In trying to oharscterize individuals who ere potentielly fos= 
elst in their political beliefs the outhors of The Authoriterien Person 
‘Slity (1) arrive at the concept of « personality "type" or “ayndrone", 
‘which they lebel "the euthoriterien personality". In their words, "There 
exists sonothing like the potentielly fesciat character, which is by ite 


wolfe 


tructurel unit's In other words, treits such as conventionality, 
euthoriterion submissivensee end oggreseivenses, projectivity, manipie 


Ietivencs: 


ete., regularly go together" (p. 761). 
‘This personality type is cheracterized as holding certein ideo- 


logical belief: 


By Adeology the suthors mean "en organization of opin 
xy of thinking ebout men’and society" 


(1, pe 2)» These ideological beliefs are expressions of, and ere deter- 

mined by, the personslity of the individuel, Personelity, as here used, 

entity, e structure, In the Juthoriterian Personality 
a 


fons, attitudes, snd velues 


As an organi: 


At 4s devoribed os “something which 1s cepsble of self-initicted setion 


‘upon the socie] environment end of ion with respect to veried im 
pinging stimuli, something which though elways modifieble is frequently 
very Fesistet to chenge" (p+ 6)+ 


In their attempts to neesure end define the characteristics of 


‘this suthoriterim personality the cuthors of The Juthoriterien Persone 
lity developed © serios of attitude scales. These included; (1) a 
cele to measure tendencies toward authoriterienion (7 Scale), (2) « 
scale to measure etimocentric attitudes (B Seale), (5) « soele to mensure 
‘tendencies towerd politicel md economic conservation (PEC Seale), md 
(4) @ scale to assess the rendiness to accept conventions) religious bee 
lief (RC Seale). 

The variables within the concept of suthoriterieniem were de- 
scribed in The Authoritarian Personelity (p. 228) 


Gs Gonventionslim, Rigid edhorence to conventions), middle 


follows: 


be Authoritarian sulmission, Sulnissive, uncritical attitude 
toward ideslized more authorities of the group. 
o» Authoriterien eggression. Tendency to be on the lookout 


for, and to condem, reject, ad punish people who violate conventionel 


velues. 

4. Anticintreception. Opposition to the subjective, the ins= 
ginative, the tender-ninded. 

e+ Superstition and stereotypy. The belief in mystical deter= 
minents of the individusl's fate; the disposition to think in rigid cate= 


gories, 


f+ Power end "tougmess". Preocoupation with the doninenee-sub- 
mission, strong-week, leader-follower dimension; identification with 
power figures; overemphesis upon the conventionalized attribut 
9g0s exaggerated assertion of strength and toughness, 

G+ Destructiveness and cynicism, Generalised hostility, vili= 


fioation of the human. 


of the 


he Projeotivity. The disposition to believe that wild and dam= 
gerous things go on in the world; the projection outwards of unconscious 
emotions) impulses. 

4, Sex. Exaggereted concern with soxuel "goings-on". 
en Adeologice] systen 
Pertaining to groups and group relations, A distinction 1s made between 


Bthnooentrisn was defined (1, p. 104) " 


Angroups (those groups with which the individuel identifies himself) and 
outgroups (with which be doos not have « sense of belonging end which 
are regerded as entithetioel to the ingroups). Outcroups ere the objects 
of negetive opinions end hostile ettitudes; ingroups ere the objects of 
positive opiate: 


end uneriticelly supportive attitudes; end it 48 con= 
sidered thet outcroups should be sooielly suboréinete to ingroups." 

The Religious Conventionalism Scale was developed by Levinson 
and Lichtenberg (20). Levinson, one of the authors of The Authoriteriea 
Porsonelity felt thet © high degree of esceptance (or marked agreement 


would be related to ethnocentrin end 


with) certain religious ettitud 


‘thus to authoritertenie: 
The Politicel-Zeomonic Conservation Scale was designed to escess 
four principal trends or groups of attitudes (1, pps 183-156): (1) supe 
port of the American status ques (2) resistence to scotel changes 
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(3) support of conservative values; end (4) traditions) economic laisse: 
feire individuelion, 


ALL of these a 


were constructed sccording to the Likert 


method (22), In this method "A mesure of intensity of opinion end ot» 


titude 1s obteined by having the subject indicate the degree of his 
‘egroonent or disagroenent with cach iten" (1, ps 59)s 
‘The aceles are a0 constructed end scored thet high scores indi= 


cate « high degree of juthoriterisnisn, Ethnocentrism, Politics. Boo 


nomic Conservatism, 


4 Religious Conventionslism, respectivelys 
The fect that these scales intercorrelate significantly excng 
theaselves (45 to .7) is used as an ergunent that the tendencies or 
‘treite they mesure comprise « "syndrome" or "pettern". ‘The determinent 
or underlying unifier of these spperently dieperate lenents is ssid to 


be the suthoriterian personslity, conceived, as previously indicoted, as 
#8 structure] unit or types 
This letter is equivalent to seying thet « factor, in the sta 


thetioe2 


4s responsible for these intercorrelations. To be nore 
specific, there are at least two factor models thet ere congruent with 
‘the conception of « general underlying principle (uthoriterimisn) ace 
counting for the intercorrelations song these scele: 

OMfeL2 end Levinson (25) state these es follows: “one of these 
Anvolves @ weighty generel factor to account for individuel differences 
4n degree, together with verious specific or minor group factors to ac 
count for differences in patterning. The second model involves © linited 
aumber of mejor group factors (and perheps additional mincr factors) 
which intercorrelate moderately end cen thus be seen as components of « 
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more inclusive structure" (p. 460). Actually the latter model, too, ine 
volves  generel factor, since the implication ie that » second order fac 
tor ie responsible for the intersorreletions of the prinery group fectors. 
A factor model which is not congruent with the conception of the 
suthoriterim personslity or syndrone is that of a linited number of m= 
correlated (orthogonel) factors, since no generel underlying principle 
4s implied in such « model. Thetis, such o fector matrix does not con 
tain s general factor of either firet or second order. 


We can now atate one of the primary purpos. 


of this study, nomely, 
‘to determine which of the above models test fits the results of e factor 
malysis of the four scales (¥,B, RC, end PEC). 

A lack in the originel work, sined et establishing the existence 
of en suthoriterian personslity, was the feilure to demonstrate ony ree 
Letionship between sone direct messures of irrationel thinking end these 


arene of prejudice. Stenger (50) set out to "determine the relstion bee 


‘tveen agion] Thinking end Ideologicel beliefs" (ps 16). le devised tro 
secele: ne to measure Superstition (S Seale) end one to measure Negical 


Thinking (? Sole). 


Stenger defines Superstition "es the belief in the existence of 
Bunerous etheresl beings and demonic foress which ere omnipotent, pur- 
Posive, and the oeusel agents of much thet trenspires in the external. 
Worlds Also, certein objects ere considered to have unusuel value os 
sharma which oan eid the individual in resching goals end in counterscting 
‘the will of these beings. Persons who believe in the existence of demonic 
forces end beings interpret events snd conditions in the environnent as 


oth proof of their presence end 


gens of their will" (ps 28). 
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‘Stenger defines Negioal Thinking as the "belief thet one's 
‘thoughts, feelings, words, or gestures are of thonselves capable of di 
reotly influencing reality, with no inplicstion thet active intervene 
tion of eny sort will follow" (py 25). 

Voing 126 subj 


8 attending Western Reserve University he found 
correlations of «18 to .62 between Megionl Thinking en the euthoriterien 
soales, He concludes "that there is « substantial relationship between 
magicel thinking and 01 of the variebles except PEC (Political Eoononte 
Conservation Scale)" (ps 96). He lists the correlations as: 


(1) MT + Superstition, r= 4665 
(2) MY + Religious Conventioneli: 
(3) ut = F (Authoritarienion Seale), r = +625 


= 6485 


(4) UT - Etinocentris, = 
Stenger also states thet "these product-nonent correletions were ol] 
highly significant" (P © 001). 

This study, then, would suggest the possibility thet a fector 
common to the liagicel Thinking Scele end to the F, K, and RC Soales could 
be isolated by a suiteble factor anslysis. Later on we shell use thie 


one of the hypotheses to be tested in thie study. 

Mmy considerations point to intellectual factors as influences 
in these (F, E, RC, and FEC) scales, But these influences were studied 
only "secondarily" in the original studies. Levinson (1, p. 287) concludes: 
"In cumary, ethnocentrism seons to have « low but statistically eigaif- 


Aoant relation to both intelligence end education, the most educated 

and intelligent subjects’ being, on the average, the least ethnocentric.” 

Gotm (10), using only the F Scale end certain indices of intelligence 

(netually verbal sophistication) extracted two factors: An “intellective” 
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or “intellectual” factor end a factor which Cohn describes as 0 "response 
sot to answer positively." This seems definitely to relete nessures of 


Antelligence end the ¥ Scale, although it is not clear thet this would 


apply to sone of the other sonles, for exemple, the E 5 Aleo, the 
fector is elmost cortainly « reletively specific verbel factor such es 
‘Thuretone's (51) "V", rethor then « factor of verbsl intelligence per se 
in the Speerman sense of "gs 

Co's work end Levinson's conclusion of « reletionship between 
the H Scale end intelligence would thus strongly suggest 0 feotor of 
AnteLligence in at leest sone of the cuthoriterien sceles. Leter we will 
generate © specific hypothesis (to be tested in this study) fron the work 


of Cohn. ‘Two other studies deserve considerstion here, 


The first 18 by O'lei] and Levinson (25). These euthors attempted 
# determination of the factor structure underlying the Authoriterien 
Sevles by « factor enelysis of selected itens from the ¥ Serle, the 5 
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je, the RC Seale, end enother scole celled the T (treditionel Fently 
Ideology) Scele. They leave out the PEC Sonle on the basis of ite low 
Antercorrelations with the other scales, Their sexple consisted of 200 
students enrolled et Boston University in 1952. 

From « centroidel extraction end orthogonsl rotetions they ex 
‘tract four factors, (pp. 455-458): 

Factor I, They Inbol this "religious conventionelion, in the 
eense of dogmatic adherence to institutionel suthority end doctrine.” 

Factor 11, This is celled "suthoriterien sutmission, in the 
sense of atrict, unquestioning obedience to authority figures end accept 


ance of the stetus quo (with « distinct flavor of punitivens: 


i 


Factor III. This one 4s anbiguous. It seems to involve “norel- 
Aatic control directed toward one's om unaccepted wishes on the one hand, 
and ® myaticel acceptance of « fixed order in nature ond men's dependence 
on it on the other hand." Dut several items do not fit too well with 
either of these trends 

Factor IV. This ie “nesouline strength fegade. its prototype 
4s the men of ection as contrasted with the man of thought end inner life. 
‘The Atoms having high loedings ty this fector stress personel ambition, 
self-disoipline, success in the world’s eyes, personel end ingroup invul~ 
nerability, end rejection of introspection and the reeim of intellect.” 

The F Scale itens are loaded rather heevily by fectors 11 end IV, 
‘the E Seale by factor IV, the X Sonle ty I md III, end the 7 Seale seens 
to be londed by ell four of the fectors. 


on 


je and Levinson conclude, "St would appear thet the scales 
ere indeed multifectoriel and thet three of the four factors correspond 


to what have previously been described as facets of the authoriterien 


personslity." ‘They (the euthors) further concluded that, "becouse of 
the limited nature of the present study we cannot say whether one of the 
‘stove models is superior to the others in fitting the foots 


‘The present 
findings do, however, provide the following observations: That the fac 
‘tors obteined here were not susceptible to oblique rotations ergues 
ageinst the notion of en over-all structure whether this be represented 
by @ gonerel factor plus minor group factors or by correlated mejor face 
tors. It does lend support to uncorrelated major factors” (p. 460). 

This seens streightforward enough, but then O'lfei] end Levinson 
go on to sey, “there ie come evidence thet meny items seeming to express 


rather centre] features of the general conception of suthoriterienisn 
may be eocounted for by joint reference to the fectors labeled 'euthori+ 
terion mubniseion’ end tmesouline strength fagede!” (p, 450). 

In addition to the coutions expressed by OMfet2 and Levinson 
above it should be pointed out thet (1) they used 


jected items and 


not the entire scales, and (2) they excluded the PEC Seale. This is not 


# feir test of the factoriel composition of these conles. 
The second study we wish to consider i by Corder (11). Through 
‘the medium of the Purdue Opinion Panel, Poll 35, he administered 56 itens 
in the areos of social divcrininetion, ethmocentrien, md cuthoriterien 
Am t 9000 high school students from 44 schools in 27 states. From this 
(oup 867 were chosen as the experinentel group, The itens on social 
G@iscrinine tion were written especielly for this poll,while the reneining 
items were selected from the ¥ end E Scoles end rewritten to be suiteble 
for © high school population, 
By © centroide) ensly! 


with orthogone] rotetions Corder ex 


tracted eight factors. Hecase only two of these were suitable for cer= 
tain techniques that he wished to use Corder ignored the other six. 
Factor I he lebels 


jooial discrimination" and it seems feirly 
well represented ty the following items: 

Pupils of oll races end netionalities should ettend school to~ 
gether everywhere in this country. 

Hotels ere right in refusing to admit people of certain reces 
or nationelitios. 

Factor II is labeled “suthoriterianisn end ethnocentrisn” end 
contains 5 ethocentrien itens and § items from the ares on 


authoriterienian, However, it should be pointed out thet both the ethno» 
centrism and the muthoriterienisn itens were sonerhat different from 
‘those of the origins] E end F Scales, As a matter of fuct the, etnocan= 


‘risa items used by Corder seem much 01 


iniler to the original F Seale 


Atens then to the originel E Seal 


For exemple, the ethnocentrisn iten, 
“Foreign countries have very little to contritute to /mericen progres 
today," end the euthoriterienisn item, "People who complein ebout things 
im the United States should be sent out of this country if they don't 
like it," seom to be very siniler. 

A pussling finding in Corder's study wes the feilure of « seperate 
feotor for ethnocentrism to energes Only 5 of the 12 etinocentrien itens 
ere cocounted for on factors I and il. Corder says this "was probably 
due to the complexity of the items in this area." 

It seene fair to drew the conclusion fron the work of O'lleil and 
Levinson (25) and the study by Corder (11) thet the question of the x= 
Astence of an cuthoriterim personality, in the factoriel sense, has not 
been, 


lished. OfMeil and Levinson seem to cast doubt on it, while 


Gorder's work would support at least « tentative formulation of s common 
factor running through the E end F Scales, 

We shall use these two studies in the next chepter to generate 
certain hypotheses about the fectorie] composition of the euthoritarien 
joalet 


CHAPTER II 


PURPOSES AND HYPOTHESES 


At the beginning of the first chepter to primery purposes were 
set forth for thie study, These were (1) to determine the fectoriel com 
position of the euthoriterien scsles end (2) to relate these soeles to 
other esteblished personelity variebles. The eccomplishnent of the first 
Purpose will ellow us to compare the empirice] findings with verious 


models end, possibly, to decide on one or enother of these fectoriel 


models 


Dost fitting the dete, In this way some statement cen be mai 


about the existence of an authoritarian personality or "syndrome". In 
‘this connection however, it msy be thet our dete will not be such as to 


allow e clear-cut distinction between various modell 


For our first purpose, to determine the factorial composition 


of the suthoriterien scsles, the following hypothesis is offers 


(2) At Lest two factors will be necessary to account for the 
Antercorrelations of the suthoriterim sesles F, 8, PEC, end RCs 


This seems the moi 


Feasoneble hypothesis to make fron consider- 

ation of the work by Cohn (10), O'Neil end Levinson (25), and Corder (11). 
Yor our second purpose, to relate the authoriterien sceles to 

other esteblished personality variables, we must ask "thet are the re= 


lations thet con ressonably be hypothes: 


}d between these scales end 
other personslity veriebles?” 
From Stenger's (30) work it would seen reasonable to suppose 
‘thet the kinds of thinking subsumed under the lebels “Superstitions” end 
n 


"uagice2” ore components which oon either be subsumed under the suthor= 
Aterien fector or which, together with the euthoriterien fector, con be 
included under n broader, more inclusive fector. It is, of course, eleo 
possible thet the suthoriterien factor will turn out to be subsuneble 
under © "Superstitious - logical Thinking" factor. The most ressonsble 
hypothesis scens to ber 

(2) Te suthoriterien eceles will be found to have significant 


Jondings on @ single fector along with Stenger’s Magical Thinking end 


10 related in ome wey to at lent sone of the Juthori= 


Unfortunately Colm does not throw mich light on just 
whet intellective fectors ere inportent, From Levinson’ s suggestion 

thot B Scele scores mé intelligence are negatively related we con om 
sune that the charscter of this relationship will be inverse. From on 
enelysis of the items on the outhoriterien scales it is probeble that 
Thurstone's (31) "VW" fector 1s importantly represented in et least one 
of the outhoriterien 


los end possibly others. This factor in Thar 
evidently cheracterized by its reference to idene end 
(p+ 64)+ A short measure thet is heavily londed 


with "y" should evidently be included ine battery designed to relate 
the outhoriterien eceles to other established dimensions. The Shipleye 
Institute of Living Vocabulary Scele (26, 27) was chosen for this pur= 
pose. The following hypothesis seons the most recsoneble: 

(S) At losot one of the outhoriterien sceles will heve « high 
Ioading slong © dimension on which the Shipley-Institute of Living Vow 


cabulery Scale will have « significant negative losding. 
a 


Stenger reports that "wonen tend to indulge in magionl thinking 
Sigificontly more then men," and "they ere nore prone to believe thet 
demonic ed mystics] forces are behind events that occur and changes that 
take place." This suggests the possibility thet a measure of foninine 
attitudes will be found sssociated one dimension with the Hegical 
Thinking snd Superstition Seale: 


One of the best constructed and validated nessur 


of Masoulin= 


Aty-Femininity 4s Guilford's "u" Scale, which correlates .84 (phi coof= 


ficient) with sex (16). If we include this scele in our battery we oan 


hypothesize thats 
(4) Stonger*s tingioe] Thinking and Superstition scsles will be 
found to have significant losdings clong # dinension with the Ouilford 
Yasculinity-Femininity Scele. The loeding on Nasculinity-Pemininity will 
be nogetive (Feninine). 
A coreful snelysis of the i Sonle itons suggests the hypothests 
thats 


(5) The & Senle will have high loedings with et least sone of 


the euthoriterien seales (f Scele, possibly others) ona single éimene 
Sion. In this ose the losding of linsoulinity-Penininity will be poste 
tive (iissculine), 

Still mother ressonable cuese is thet self-confidence will heve 
‘fone relationship with the authoriterion scales. Guilferd's "I" (Ascen= 
Gence-Submission) scale was chosen to try to assess this relationship 
(4 there 1s one). 

‘There was on additions] reason for choosing these lest bro 


(A end I). In Thurstone’s (34) anslysi of the Guilford sores he did 
cry 


not establish firaly the factor of self-confidence, end it was hoped that 
‘the present study might succeed in adding to the evidence for 


8 existe 
nce, Thurstone's hesitetion 1e evident in the following: “the resid- 
uel fector X might be celled self-confidence and we were tempted to 
denote it C, but the saturations ere snell with the highest loading of 
+35, ond it seoned more appropricté not to include it in @ list of prim 
ery traits until its independence and significmee can be demonstrated 
more cleerly." This factor had its highest loading of «59 on 


© losding of «80 on "A". From this end o perusel of the "K" Sosle itens 
we oan hypothesize thats 

(6) A factor of self-confidence (Thurstone's tentative C) will 
"I", ond possibly "U" having significant 


soorge with Guilford's 
losdings on ite 

By feotor-snelytic methods it is possible to test the preceding 
hypotheses. Our battery to be fector-anslysed now includes ten sosles 
(variables): 

(1) Me ShipleysInetitute of Living Voonbulary Goale (iereinaf= 
ter referred to es the "V" Scale). 

(2) Te Guiiford A (Ascendence-Subaiesion Seale)» 

(8) te Guilford I (Freedon from Inferiority Feelings Sele). 

(4) Me Guilford u (uasculinity-Fouininity Seale). 

(8) Stenger’ s kagioe) Thinking Seale (Hereinefter referred to 
as the "2" Seale). 

(6) Stenger's Superstition Seale (lereinefter referred to as 
‘the "S" Sone). 

(7) the ¥ (Authoriterienien Seale). 

u 


(0) Te E (Stinocentrien Seals). 

(0) mo FRC (Politics! Eoonenie Conservation Seale. Hereinsfter 
referred to ae the "P* Sotle). 

(10) Te RE (Religious Conventionslio Seale. Hereinefter re- 
ferred to as the "2" Seale). 

How that we have developed our hypotheses, let us pull then to~ 
gether in mumsery forn,together with the purposes they serve: 

Our firet purpose was "to deternine the factorial composition 
of the euthorSterien sosles (7, 5, P, ond 2) Our first hypothesis 
beers on thise 

(1) At leest to factors will be necossary to socount for thé 
intercorrelations of the euthoriterian scale 


Our second purpose was to relate the suthoriterian scales to other, 
established personality voriebles. Four of our hypotheses bear on this 


purpose. 
(2) Te authoritarion scales will be found to have significant 
Josdings on a single factor along with Stenger's Magicsl Thinking and 


(stgaificant) loading slong © dinension on which the Shipley-Institute 
for Living Vocabulary Scele will have « significant negative loadings 

(4) Stenger's negicel Thinking ond Superstition Sosles will be 
found to have significant loadings elong « dimension with the Guilford 
Masculinity-Femininity Soele. the loading on Mesoulinity-Fenininity 
‘WA11 be negative (Feninine). 


(5) The M Sone will have high loadings with at least sone of the 


18 


suthoriterien sonles (F Seale, possibly others) on » single dimensions 
In this cage the londing of Masculinity will be positive (Nnsculine)+ 
our sixth hypothes! 


does not beer directly on our tro primery 
purposes, tut, though ancillery to the major purposes of this study,it 
is folt to be very probable and ie thus included: 

(6) A factor of self-confidence (Thurston 


tentative ¢) will 
energe,with Ouilford's "A", "I", end "X" having significent loadings on 
ite 

If our dete werrant, it mey 0180 be possible to meke sone stete= 


nent bout the approprieteness of veric: 


factor models deseribed stove, 


and thus, indirectly, ebout the existence of the suthoriterien “syndrone™s 


1 


CHAPTER IIT 


PROCSDUNES 


‘Aw wee pointed out in the preceding chepter, a battery consisting 


wes put together. ‘These may be described in more detei] 


(1) he Shipley-Institute of Living Vocsbulery Scele (V Scele). 
This tae dostten multiple choice woorbulary test with « 10-minute tine 
Linit. Bradford (2, ps 95) atates thet it "differentictes well dom to 
the monte] age of eleven yoors." Ives (18, ps 96) states the "group for 
which it is best suited” is “above average in intelligence, reasonably 


well educsted with no lemguage handicep, test 


phiationted, not too dis 
tturbed to be cooperative, end preferably young." Shipley (27) reports 
fe reliability of .87 for the sccle. It was sduinistered sccording to 
stenderd instructions (Shipley's). 

(2) Guilford’ s Masoulinity= Fominini ty Seale (i Seale). 

(3) Guilford's Freedom fron inferiority Feelings Sosle (I Scele). 


(4) Gutifora’ 
The A, I, end M Sebles ore mede up of itens auch 


AscendenceeSubmission Seale (A Serle). 


"Do you feel 


thet people almost always trent you right?" in question form to be en 


swered "; 


"1", or "no". These ere pert of the GAuIN (16) battery. 


For purposes of administration they were combined in a rendom manner ( 


‘they are in the GAMIN bettery). They were administered md scored sc- 
cording to etenderd instructions (16). According to Bysenck (12, ps 44) 


"There is no evidence for the validity of any of the 


eles, excepting 
ar 


‘the masculine interests [sic] soele which correlates .84 (phi coefficient) 
with sex of the subject filling in the inventory. The measurenént is 
based on the essumption that the person who is suffering from nervous 
tensions end irritability, for instence, will endorse the itens grouped 
‘together in the fector melysie; there is no proof that there is any 

such correspondences Clinicel validetion would seen to be © sine gue 

non for s sesle of this type." The writer sgrees with iysenck that there 


48 no aystenatio proof of the A end I Scales’ validity, in the sense of 


comperison with independent nensures of the treite they sre suppo 
asvoss. However, use in clinieel situations hes convinoed the writer 
‘that these sesles do regulerly separste people in eocordanos with their 
‘behavior in interpersonal situations (thet is, clinical interpersonel 
situations). 

The reported (24) reliobilities for these (Guilford) see! 


(Sposrmanelrow) sre: A, «88; My 853 end I, 
(5) Stenger's Superstition Seale (5 Scale). 


(6) Stonger's tingical Thinking Seale (7 Scele). 
As to the validity of these scales (S and 7) Stenger (50) sey: 


le 


"Mme tens for the megicel thinking questionnaire were compon 


of cone 
erete expressions of magicel thinking found in colloquiel forme. They 
were selected as examples felling within the definition of megicel think~ 
ing as the ‘belief thet one's thoughts, feelings, words, or gestures ere 
of thensolves capable of directly influencing reality, with no implication 
thet sotive intervention of nny kind will follow. The itens were form 
lated ty the author ond then subjected to discussion ty third end fourth 
yoor graduate trainees in olinicel psychology. 111 stetenents except tro 


wore judged by the group to be valid expressions of magical thinking” (p.25, 
we 


"The Stens were formuleted ns statenente with which the subjects 
were invited to egree or disngree. Six choices were allowed: +5 for 
strong egreenent, +2 for moderate egreenent, +1 for slight agreement, <1 


for alight dlsogreoment, =2 for noderete disegreenent, and -3 for strong 


Gisngreenent. These choices ere assuned to lie on « continuum from 3 


at one extrene to 5 at the other, The responses were assigned « velue 


from one to seven points sccording to the following scheme: 


+527 points -1* 5 points 
42 5 6 points -2 © 2 pointe 
41 © 5 points 3 ® 1 point 


“High soores indieste « grest enount of whet is being measured 
and low soores the opposite. the skip from three points to five points 
votween 1 end +1 represents © refinement in the scoring systen to ac 
count for the greater psychologioe) gap between agreement and disagree 
nent then between any two sdjecent responses in the seme direction. 
Omissions, © thoray problem in nost studies involving questionneires, 
could then be included in the quentitetive dete by essigning then « 
noutrel score of four pointe” (pp. 24-25). 

‘The Superstition Scele was constructed in the same way, A180 
the suthoriterian secles were put together in this manner except there 
‘was continuing eross-checking of the socle itens with interview ond 
projective test materiel obtained from selected subjects. 

‘The Megion) Thinking and Superstition Sosles combined (in the 


sane way Stenger (80) coubined then) into « single long sesle for ednini- 


stration. These tests ore not widely evaileble, since they are contained 


in Stenger's unpublished Doctoral Dissertation. Stenger (5) states 


1s 


@ “reliebility coefficient of .88 for the total group (i 126)" for the 
Superatition Sonle,and the "splitehelf relisbility for the totel group 
(11 126) 48 490" for the agice] Thinking Scale, 

(7) Btmocentriam Sonle (% Scale). ‘The generel method of con= 
struction and validetion for this and the other euthoriterien sosles 
hae already been discussed. For the present study Yorm 62 of the 5 Seale 
was used. orm 62 wes constructed after the publication of The Authori- 
ferien Personality end represents revision of Form 45, the fine) form 
used in the origine) study. The relietility coefficient of .89 for Form ” 
62 compares fevorably with the .85 for Form 45. 

(8) Religious Conventinelion Seele (i Scale), ‘This is one of 
the soeles developed ty Levingon and Lichtenberg (20) in connection with 
‘the original studies reported in The suthoriterien Personelity. According 
‘to Stenger, this sosle * 


8 composed of itens which delineate betreen in= 


ividuels who have the unresolved contradiction between a belief in God 


4 reality and a belief in religion os « practicality end those who 
ere scientifically oriented but accept religious principles which do not 
clash with objective explenetions of causality, the letter type con 
oeives of religion not in understending ordinary events but in attempting 
‘to give meaning to 1ife end in other ar 


which are not yet expleinable 
An scientific terns, The items are so formleted thet the objectively 
oriented person who rejects religious beliefs will tend to mark the 
questionnaire sinilerly to the objectively oriented person who accepts 
religious beliefs." 

The reliebility reported for this scale is .96. 

(9) Mie Politicel-Zoonomic Consorvstian Soule (P Scsle). The 


revised Form 60 of the P Seale will be used in the pres: study. This 
form hes « reported reliability of .70 as compared to the .56 of the 
Inter Form 62. 

(10) Authoriterienten Seele (? Seele), Form 62, 0 revision of 
Form 45-40 of the origins] study (The Authoriterion Personality) will 
be used, It hes « reported reliability of .80. 

‘the B, R, P, and P Sosles were combined into « single long scale 
for purposes of sdministration, This is in line with the practice of 
Stenger end thet followed in The Authoriterian Personality. 

ALL of the ten seeles were sdministered to each subject (college 


students) in cless groups during « reguler cleas periods 

‘the original eample wes composed of 195 students enrolled at the 
University of Miemi at Corel Gables, Florida, or at the University of 
Floride in Gainesville. 


Of the 195, 29 were enrolle 


it the University of Floride and 
166 were enrolled et the University of Misni. From this group all Jew 
Ash ond foreign-born were eliminated (in line with most of the work done 
in this ares of study). It would be difficult, if not impossible, to 
‘eveluate the ethnocentric responses of either of these without corollary 
procedures outside the soope of this study, A few cases (twelve) hed to 
be discarded because they did not follow the directions sufficiently to 
ellow on evelustion of their responses. 
The ectuel sample used, then, consisted of 124 native-born, 

white, noueJewish dnericens enrolled for undergraduate courses at the 
Doth males end fo- 


University of Mien or the University of Floridi 
moles were included. 
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‘Although representativeness of ssmple (15) is not « necessity 


for such a otudy es thie, it is interesting thet 78% of the 12¢ subjects 


geve es their birthploce other states then Florida, indiesting « hotero= 


geneous grouping of subculture] beckground 


CHAPTER IV 


RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS 


From the rew scores on the ten tests the Correlation Metrix in 


Teble 1 was computed. ly Thurstone’s Centroid Method (85) five factors 
(one ® residuel) were extracted from this matrix as shom in Table 2+ 

on rotation (oblique) © good simple structure was obtained for four of 
these end the fifth determined to be © residual as con be seen in Teble 5+ 


In Teble 4 the correlations between the 


otors for the four interpre- 
table extracted factors ere givens 


In the discussion thet follows loadings of .25 plus or minus ond 


above ore considered significant; loséings of «12 plus or minus to .24 


plus or minus are considered es different from 0 but not sigaificanty 


and losdings of 0 to +10 plus or minus ere considered ss vanishing. 
Feotor I? hes ite highest loading in veriable R (Keligious Com 


yentionslisn), with significent loadings (<.45 and «26, respectively) 
on ¥ (Shipley-institute of Living Vooebulery Scale), end on F (Authori= 
terieniom). 

Paotor II' hes very high londings (.76 and «71, respectively) 
on A (Ascendence-Submission) end I (Freedom fron Inferiority Feelings), 
with © aignifioent (.50) loading on M (iiesoulinity-Femininity). This 
de a well-defined fector and is elnost certeinly identical with the re- 
sidusl fector "c" which Thurstone (34) reported fron his enelysis of 
‘the Guilford scales. 

Yaotor III' hes significant loadings of roughly equivelent degree 
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TABLE 2 
UNROTATED FACTOR MATRIX 


crs Ww v 
28 a9 +20 
-as 1s | =.20 


12 | =408 «10 
8 | -208 ue 
23 | 018 208 


ar | -.20 | -.08 
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TABLE 5 
ROTATED FACTOR LOADINGS 


1" Fg Fert) 
or 


"0 bs 8 OO BE 


TAME 4 


CORRELATIONS AMONG THE FACTORS 


i" wv 


08 2.00 


on M (Nasculinity-Femininity 42), 5 (thnocentrisn .37), P (Political 
Eeonomie Conservation +40), end F (Authoriterinnisn .46). Very surpricing 
de the failure of R (Zeligious Conventionelism) to show # significant 


loading by this factor since this measure usually shows higher correle~ 


‘tions with the other euthoriterion scsles then does the P (Political-Boo- 


nomic Conservatism). Although it is © temptetion to lebel this veriable 
“juthoriterienion" severel considerations (in eddition to the failure 
of R to show here) weigh rather heevily egeinst such « simple interpre 
tations ‘These ere: (1) the reletively high and pure (not found to 0 
sigificont degree on other factors) loeding of P, (2) the high losding 
of u, and (S) the splitting-off of the F component (.26) thet shows up 
on I" 

Factor IV! hes « high loading (62) on S (Superstition) » fairly 
high losding (.45) on T (legical Thinking) ond « significant negative 


Josding (+455) on Ht (Mesoulinity-Fenininity). The negative end of the 


M Sonle is assoc! 


4 with femininity but agein the obvious interprets 
tion thet thie e « sex factor per se is argued egeinst by the following 
considerations: 

‘The highest loading on S and the next highest on T with both § 
snd T being pure. 


Factor V' does not have suffictent siguificent loadings end is 


dest left uninterpreted, thet is, it ie « residual. 
In Chapter II we developed six hypotheses to be tested: 


Hypothesis (1) at 1« 


yt two factors will be necessory to account 


for the interoorreletions of the euthoriterien ssl 


(B, By Py ond R)o 
‘This seems adequately supported in thet R te high end pure along with « 
ar 


significant loading for F on Factor I' while the other scales fall along 
um 

Hypothesis (2) The authoritarian scales will be found to have 
igh loadings on a single factor with Stenger's Magical Thinking and 
Superstition seal 


This is not supported by our data, 5 and T are 
associated with the femininity end of the M Scale along Factor IV' vhile 
‘the bulk of the authoritarian scales are associated with the masculine 
ond of the M Seale along Factor III' and one authoritarian scale is high 
and pure on Factor I, 

Hypothesis (3) At least one of the authoritarian scales will 
have @ high loading slong a dimension on which the Shipley-Institute of 
Living Vocabulary Seale will have » significant pegetive loading. Fac~ 
‘tor I" has its highest loading on K and a significant loading on ¥, along 
with a significant negative loading on "V", This vould adequately sup- 
port the hypothesis, 

Hypothesis (4) Stenger's Nagios] Thinking and Superstition 
seales will be found to have significant loadings slong « dimension with 
‘the Guilford Masculinity-Femininity Scale, The loading of Masculinity- 
Femininity will be negative (Feminine). Factor IV' has a high loading 
on S (Superstition), a fairly high loading on T (Magical Thinking), and 
8 Bignifieant negative loading on M (Masculinity-Fenininity). This 
would support the hypothesis. 

Hypothesis (5) The M Scale will have high loadings with at least 
sone of the authoritarian scales (F Scale, possitiy otiers) on a single 
dimension, In this case the loading of M (Masculinity-Fenininity) will 
be positive (Masculine). This is supported by the distribution of 
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loedings on Feotor III* where ii, B, P, ond F ell have significant load~ 
ings. It might be ergued thet the word "high' is used in the hypothesis 


and therefore sone question may be reised es to whether this hypothes! 


ie wupported, tut, unfortunetely, there is no definite consensus ss to 


whet ioe ‘hight loadings ‘The word {8 used here in sbout the sene sense 
o sigaifionnt, ss renerked before the feilure of i to have a signifi- 
cent loading here is surprising, Oue would heve expected P to feil here, 
bat not Be 


Hypothesis (6) A factor of self-confidence (Thurstone's tentes 


tive 0) will emerge with Guilford’ s 


"I", ond "W" heving signifi- 
cant loadings on it, This hypothesis 1s supported by Feotor II*, which 
hes high losdings on A and I, with « significent losding on il. Ae 

stoted before, this ts 


well-defined factor ond is slmost certainly 
Adentice] with Thurstone’s residuel fector "C" (34). 

‘An importent question to be considered here is that of evidence 
of a second order general factor. Fron Teble 4 it cen be seen thet none 
of the intercorrelations «mong the fectors ere significant. Only those 
votwoen I* and 11 (422) and between I* and IV' (21) approach signifi 


‘The hypothesis that © generel second order factor would be 
found on factoring these correlations (disregerding the fect that there 
are not enough of then to warrant « factor enslysis) cennot be enter= 

teined with any justificetion, In Chapter I we sot forth three fector 


models to be used if our date warrentes 


These three models were: 

(1) one involving “e weighty generel fector to scoount for indi- 
vidual differences, together with verious specific or group factors to 
‘socount for differences in patterning.” 
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(2) one involving "e limited number of major group factors (and 
perhaps additional winor factors) which intercorrelate moderately and 
ean thus be seen as conponents of a more inclusive structure." 

(3) one involving a Limited number of uncorrelated (orthogonal) 
factors with no 


eral underlying factor. 
‘These node: 


are in reference to the authoritarian scales only. 
Gonsider only Factors I' and III" since these are the only ones on which 
the authoritarian seales appear with significant loadings. 

Our data are certainly not congruent with either models (1) or 


(2) since no general factor was found for these four scales, (F, &. P, 


and R) and there is no evidence of a second order general factor in 
Table 4. 

Model (3) best fits our data, that is, we have a set of uncor- 
related (or nearly uncorrelated) factors, This model is not congruent 
with the conception of an authoritarian personality 
0 defined 4n The juthoritarian Personslity. 


@ structural unit 


CHAPTER V 


DISCUSSION 


From on enelysis of the itens making up the various scales the 
following interpretations of the extracted factors seen most reesoneble: 


Feotor I' is 


lated with lower verbel intelligence end, in 


@ specific sense, a lack of sophistication end 


of ideas end words, This would seem to contribute to the ecceptan 


mmy of the R itens which have « component of emotionelity, « fesling 
of the church as s worn, comforting, uplifting agency, The idees ex- 
pressed in these items are not Judged oritically end are accepted for 
the emotionel intonstions they eweken. Sone of this undertone of support 
fron, oud acceptance of moral euthority elso runs through the F Sonles 
‘This fector could be lebeled "Authoriterien Submission” but it lecks most 


of the harsne: 


end undertones of hate end negetive feelings implied 
by this term, It is positive in the sense thet it is founded on ective 


The writer thinks the 


acceptance of order end warmth in the Unive 
lebel "Simple Belief is appropricte for this particuler factors 

Feotor II seems very clearly to be "Self-Confidence" ond is 
probebly identioel with the  reeiduel fector reported ty Thurstone from 
his enslysis of the Guilford See} 


Factor III" is closely related to Bysenck's (15) factor of Rede 
ioelism-Conservetiaon (RC), The similerity between many of the scsle 

itens used ty Bysenek md those employed in the euthoriterien sonles is 
striking, the P Sorle ie both high end pure on this factor. M elec is 
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high on this feotor end frome senle enelysis it cen be seen that « hard 
"realistic" tendency 1 evident in thie sonle. In line with the convioe 
‘tion thet this factor Se closely releted to Bysenck'e (8-0) the writer 

thee chosen the Lebel "Conservation" for this fector elthough st te true 


‘thet the hersh overtones of the euthoritarion personelity concept ere 


Feotor IV’ om be lnbeled "Superstition" since this is probebly 
a more generel end better understood term then "Nsgice] Thinking". From 


le anelysis one gets the definite feeling thet intellective compon= 
ents ore hore, "Yomininity” 


ishness™ or "sensitivity". This probably is tepping © tendency to reject 
or evoid reslity for which one does not feel fitted, and a combined ef- 


fort to believe in a fantesy world that con be manipulated by easy end 


unexecting, but mysteriously powerful method 
Fron our enalysis it eppeers thet the suthoriterien scoles ere 

multifactorial. they do not delimit en authoriterien personality funce 

‘toning ae 0 “structurel uit" or fector in the stetisticel smse, There 


ere severe] possibilities suggested by thie: (1) There is no such entity 


18 the euthoriterien personslity; (2) The scoles used to delimit it are 
defective in the sense of not being feotorially pure; (5) An suthoriter~ 


Amn personolity exists, but the concept or description of it 4s in net 


of revision and redefinition. 

If (1) 4s the cose then all attempts at purification of secles 
and/or redefinition will be futile. It is possible that this will be 
found to be the cases 

If (1) 40 not the case then some combination of (2) end (8) are 


4m order, The problem reieed in the Authoriterien Personality is es 
sentially « factors! problem end factor anelysis offers techniques for 
scale purification thet omn be used in attacking it, leo it te highly 
probeble that the concept se developed in The Authoritarian Personality 
4s both too melusive end too narrows Too inclusive in thet choreoter= 
Astios were imoluded in it wmoritionlly on the besis of correletions} 
stetistios alone, Too narrow in thet little or no attempt wns made to 
integrate it into the exieting body of personelity theory. Its relation 
to woll-estebliched personslity variobles was not determined, Part of 
this was probably due to the “rigid edherence” to « conseption of Freudian 
persouslity theory that guided this research end s pert to the diffioul- 
‘ties end tine involved in the tedious techniques of factor énelysie. 

The prosent study has chom that interrelations between other 
personality varintles then those used in The Juthoriterian Personelity 
and the verisbles used there do oxist. That there are many others is 
probeble. Ethnocentrism, Conservetion, end Authoriterienien sre probebly 
Folnted rather closely in the personslities of many individuels bat these 
relationships are certeinly « good desl more complex than sons of those 
who see the suthoriterien personslity ees rigidly defined personality 
structure would have us believe. Factor anelytic studies such as the 
Presont one are probsbly the best techaiques for tensing out end cleri~ 
fying these reletionships, The intermingling of these (the factor ansly- 
‘tie ond olinicelepaychoenelyticel) two Lines of work mey ensble e badly 
needed synthesis of the verious cleinents to the title of Theory of Per= 
eonslity, 


(a) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


(6) 


m” 


(8) 


(9) 
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(a) 


(a2) 
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